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THE COMING ELECTION THE 
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ENGLAND AND WALES, | 


‘ 


Tue British Medical Association decided at the Annual 
Representative Meeting in July last to support the candi- 
dature, in the forthcoming election of four direct repre- 
sentatives for England and Wales on the General Medical 
Council, of Dr. R. A. Bolam, O.B.E. (Newcastle), Dr. 
J. A. Macdonald, LL.D. (Taunton), Mr. E. B. ‘Turner, 
F.R.C.S. (London), and Sir T. Jenner Verrall, LL.D. 
(Bath). These gentlemen were selected from a list of 
candidates nominated by the Divisions of the Associa- 
tion after due notice, and it now falls to the members of 
the Association to do what they can to secure the return 


_ of the Association’s candidates. 


We printed last week the election address issued jointly 
by Dr. Bolam, Dr. Macdonald, Mr. Turner, and Sir Jenner 
Verral], together with the covering letter addressed by 
them to members of the medical profession in England 
and Wales. 

The following officers of the Association have signed 
nomination papers for the four candidates supported by 
the Association 


Sir CLIFFORD ALLBUTT, K.C.B., I’.R.S., Cambridge, President. 

Dr. T. W. H. GARSTANG, Altrincham, Chairman of Representa- 
tive Meetings. . 

Dr. G. E. Hastiip, London, Treasurer, Chairman Finance | 
Committee. 

Dr. M..G. Brags, London, Member of Central Ethical and 
Ministry of Health. Committees. 

Dr. H. B. BRACKENBURY, London, Member of Council, Chair- 
man Insurance Acts Committee, Member of Medico- 

Political, Parliamentary Elections, and Ministry of Health 

Committees. 


Sir BERTRAND Dawson, G.C.V.O., K.C.M.G., London, Member 
- of Council and Member of Journal and Ministry of Health 
Committees. 
Lieut.-Colonel R. H. ELLIoT, London, Member of Council and 
Member of Science, Naval and Military, and Dominions 
Committees. 
Mr. W. McApAm EccieEs, London, Member of Council, Presi- 
'* dent Metropolitan Counties Branch, Member Finance, 
Hospitals, Parliamentary Elections, and Ministry of Health 
Committees. 
Mr. N. Bishop Harman, London, Member of Council, Joint 
‘ Honorary Secretary Metropolitan Counties Branch, Joint 
Honorary Secretary and Representative Marylebone Divi- 
sion, Member Medico-Political, Hospitals, Parliamentary 
Elections, and Ministry of Health Committees. 


Dr. R. WauLAcE Henry, Leicester, Deputy Chairman Repre- . 


sentative Meetings, Honorary Secretary and Representative 
— and Rutland Division, Member Medico-Political 
ommittee. 


‘Nomination papers have also been signed by many . 
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Seconp List or SupPoRTERs. 

The following is a further instalment of the list of officers 
of the British Medical Association who have undertaken 
to support the candidature of Professor R. A. Bolam, Dr. 
J. A. Macdonald, Mr. E. B. Turner, and Sir Jenner Verrall 
at the forthcoming election of four direct representatives 
of the medical profession in England and Wales upon the 
General Medical Council. 

The name of the Chairman of Representative Meetings, 
Dr. T. W. H. Garstang, was omitted by an oversight from 
last week’s list. 

Dr. H. Langley Browne, one of the retiring Direct 
Representatives and ‘a former Chairman of Council of 
the British Medical Association, has signified his support 
of the Association’s candidates. are’ 
MAHOMED, ARTHUR GEORGE SULIEMAN, Bournemouth, Member of 

Parliamentary Elections Committee. 

MANKNELL, ARTHUR, Bradford, Member of Council and Public Health 
a Chairman Bradford Local Medical and Panel Com- 
mi 

Marks, LEONARD FREEMAN, Swansea, Honoraty Secretary South 
Wales and Monmouthshire Branch, Member of Welsh Committee. 

MAntIN, CHARLES JAMES, London, Member of Science. and, Arrange- 
ments Committees. 

CHARLES Davin, Tenby, Chairman South-West Wales 

ivision, 

MicHaEL, Cyrit EpEen, London, Chairman Bromley Division. 

MICHAEL, GusTAVE, London, Chairman Tower Hamlets Division.’ 

Representative City Division. _ 

MoLyNEUX, ECHLIN Story, Leamington, Representative Warwick 
and Leamington Division. 2 _ ‘ 

ELisHA Hopkinson, Wigan, Chairman Leigh and: Wigan 

ivisions, 

MorIsoNn, ALBERT EDWARD, Sunderland, Honorary Secretary Sunder- 
land Division. 

MoRISON, JAMES RUTHERFORD, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, .Member. of 

Morris, CHARLES EDWARD, Holywell, Representative Denbigh and 
Flint Division, Secretary Flint Local Medical. and Tanel 
Committee. 

Morris, Sir MALCOLM ALEXANDER, London, Member Parliamentary 
Elections and Ministry of Health Committees. : 

Bertram, Whitehaven, Representative English 

MURRELL, London, Member of Parliamentary 
Elections Commi < 

Muspratr, Percy KNowLEs, West Drayton, Chairman and -Repre- 

Nasu, WALTER GIrFoRD, Bedford, Chairman Bedford Division. 

Nason, EDWARD Nuneaton, Member of Countil. 

NicHoL, FRANK EDWARD, Margate, Chairman Isle of Thanet, Division. 

Nosss, ATHELSTANE, London, Chairman Wandsworth Division. _. 

NorMAN, VINCENT Purturp, West Bromwich, Honorary Secretary West 
Bromwich Division, Representative Walsall and West Bromwich 

O’CALLAGHAN, TimoTuy, South Shields, Honorary Secretary South 
Honorary Secretary South Shields Local 
Medica mmi 2 

Ongena, BLAKE, Northampton, Honorary Secretary 
Northampton Division. 

OLDHAM, HUGH FALCONER, Morecambe, Chairman and Representative 
Lancaster Division, Chairman. Lancashire Local. Medical and 
Panel Committee, Member of Insurance Acts Committee. 

O'NEILL, THomAs, Bolton, Honorary Secretary Bolton Division, 
Honorary Secretary Bolton Local Medical and Panel.Committee. . 

Onron, JOHN, Coventry, Representative Nuneaton and Tamworth, 
Division, Chairman Warwickshire and Coventry Local M 
and Panel Committees, Member Central Nthical Committee. 

Oxnry, HENRY FRANotIs, London, Honorary Secretary Tower 
Hamlets Division. 

PALMER, CHARLES JAMES, Notlingham, Member Insurance Acts Com. 
mittee, Chairman and Represéntative Nottingham "{807] 


7] 


« 
4 
i 
{ 
| 
j 
| 
| 
& 
| 
{ 


go Oct. 25, 1919] 


ORGANIZATION OF THE PROFESSION. 


[,,_ To 
| MEDICAL Journay, 


PANTING, CHARLES HENRy, London, Representative South-West Essex 
Division, Member Insurance Acts Committee. 

PARKER, GEORGE, Bristol, Representative Bristol Division, Member 

Hospitals Committee. 


PARKHILE, SAMUEL JAMES, Burton-on-Trent,, Chairman Derby 
Division. 

PATERSON, WILLIAM, London, Honorary Secretary Willesden 
Division. 

Parton, JAMES; Gateshead, Representative Consett Gateshead 
Divisions. 


Se a CLAUDE MAXWELL, Harrow, Honorary Secretary, 

ivision. 

PETTER, WALTER, Darlington, Chairman Darlington Division. 

=: HARRY WILLIAM, Alfreton, Honorary Secretary Chesterfield 

ivision. = 

PREBBLE, PHILIP, Blackburn, Representative Blackburn Division. 

Prick, DAavip REEs, Ammanford, Member Welsh Committee. 

RADCLIFFE, FRANK, Oldham, Member Insurance — Committee, 
Chairman Oldham Local Medical and Panel Committee. 

Ramsay, MABEL LipA, Plymouth, Member Insurance Acts Committee. 

RAVEN, HuGH MILVILLE, Broadstairs, Honorary Soeustaty Isle of 

: Thanet Division. 

RENTON, MAvRICE WAUGH, Dartford, Representative ‘Dartford, 

, Rochester, Chatham, and Gillingham Divisions. 


- RICHARDSON, ALFRED ERNEST, Tamworth, Chairman Nuneaton and | 


Tamworth Division. 
RIDDELL, Davin, Kendal, Honorary Secretary Kendal Division, 
Secretary Westmorland Local Medical and Panel 
ommittee. 
Ropss, CHARLES HALDANE DENNY, Grantham, Honorary Secretary 
Kesteven Division. 
RoBINSON, EDWARD STANLEY, Stourport, President Worcestershire and 
Herefordshire Branch. 
Rooke, WILLIAM STANLEY, London, Honorary Secretary Finchley and 
“and Hendon Division. 
ARTHUR, Exeter, Honorary Secretary South-Western 
ranc 
Ross, PERcY ALEXANDER, Bournemouth, Joint Honorary Secretary. 
« Dorset and West Hants Branch.- | 
ALFRED, Leeds,. Representative Dewsbury and! 
eeds ivisions 
HERBERT East Rudbam, Chairmen West Norfolk: 
ivision. . 
RoxBURGH, DAVID, London, Representative Marylebone Division. 
Rusby, Epwarp LIONEL MACPHEREON, London, 


Lambeth Division. 
Representative North ‘Shatfordshire 


JOHN, ‘Stoke-on-Trent, 
ivision. 

RurTerR, LLEWELLYN, «‘Newéastle-upon-Tyne, Member | 
Insurance_.Acts Committee, Honorary - Secretary 
Tyne Local Medical and Panel Commitiee . 

SANDERSON, ROBERT, Hove, President Stissex Bran = 

JuLIvus Ivor, Great Yarmouth, Great Yarmouth | 

Division. 

Shaw, GEORGE Hetty, Leigh, Honorary Secretary Leigh Division. 

Suaw, WiLiaM FLETCHER, Manchestér, ber of Council and ‘ 
. Hospitals Committee, Honorary., Secretary Lancashire and 

shire Branch. 

SuHEaHAn, Dunis A., Portsmouth, Member of Council. 


. SHELLEY, ARNOLD, Chatham, Chairman Roghester, Chatham, a pars : 


illingham Division. 


GEORGE KENNEDY, Derby, Honorary Secretary Derby 


.Division, Member of Council, ‘Honorary Secretary’ Derby Local 
Medical and Panel Committec, 


SmytTH, WILLIAM JOHNSON, Bournemouth, Member of Council and 


Pinance Committee. ‘ 
FRANK MONTAGUE WIELSON,: ‘London, Honorary Becretary 
"Camberwell Division. 
‘WILLIAM, ‘London, Honorary’ Secretary Chelsea 
ivision. 


SQUIRE, ETHELBERT Reading, Honorary, Secretary Oxford 


and Reading Branch. 

SrancomB, ERNEST HENRY MuRtiy. Southampton, Representative Isle 
of Wight and Southampton Divisions, Chairman Southampton 
Panel Committee. 

STARLING, EDWIN ALFRED, Tunbridge Wells, Honorary Secretary : 
Branch,. Representative: Sevenoaks and- Tunbridge Wells‘ 

ivisions. 

‘Stren, ROBERT HUNTER, Dartford, Chairman Dartford Division. i 

STEPHENS, LOCKHART EDWARD WALKER, Emsworth, Hants, Honorary . 
Secretary Southern Branch. i 

STEVENSON, CLAUDE MABERLY, Cambridge, Honorary Secretary 
Cambridgé and‘ Huntingdon Division. : 
EWART, GEORGE IRVINE THOMPSON; Ipswich, -Honorary euler 
South Suffolk Division. 

‘STRETTON, JOHN GIONEL, Kidderminster, Chairman Worcester Divi- 
sion, Chairman Worcestershire ‘Local Medical and Panel 
Committee. 

WILLIAM Howarp, Hoddesdon, Representative East Herts 

jivision. 

‘Susman. W WALTER JAMES,. Henley-on-Thames, Chairman Reading | 


SWINHOE, GEORGE Ropway, Swindon, Chairman Swindon Division. 

TANNER, HERBERT, London, Chairman Kensington Division. 

oe. Lot ALBERT, Stourbridge, Honorary Secretary Dudley 

vision. 

Tuomas, WILLIAM Evans, Ystrad Rhondda, Member Welsh Coni- 

/ mittee, Chairman Glamorgan Local Medical and Panel Committee. 

Warp, Scarborough, Chairman Scarborough 

1V1810; 

Tnomson, Davip Grorer, Norwich, Honorary Secretary East Norfolk 
Division, Representative East Norfolk and Great Yarmouth 
Divisions, Honorary Secretary Norfolk Local Medical and Panel 
Committee. 

TREASURE, WILLIAM BEESON CRAWFORD, Cardiff, Member of Council 
and Insurance Acts and Welsh Committees, Representative Cardiff 
Secretary Cardiff Local Medical and Panel 

m 
ALBERT Epwanrp, Bradford, Representative Bradford 
‘ivision. 


“TURNBULL, JAMES CAMERON, Bury, Chairman Bury Division: 


TURNER, EDGAR OLIVE, Great Missenden, Member of Council and 
Central Ethical Committee. 
TUXFORD, REGINALD, Boston, Chairman Hoiland 
_ Division. 
Uatnorr, Jonn CALDWELL, Hove, Chairman Brighton Division. 
VALTANCE, HERBERT, Lewes, Honorary Secretary Lewes and Kast 


Lincolnshire, 


Grinstead Division, Chairman and Honorary Secr ussex 
ERITY, ROBERT JAMES STANLEY, Pon 10 ono: 
Division. ham, Honorary 
ERNON, MARK YY HERBERT, Horsham, Honorar 
Chairman Horsham Division. d tary and 


Bristol, President Bath and Bristol 

raxnc. 

EDWARD,.- Huddersfield, Representative Huddersfielg 
ivision. 


Wat1is, CHARLES Epwarp, London, Joint Honorary Secretary'ang 
Representative Marylebone Division. 
WarTERS, ALFRED CHARLES STANLEY, March, "enorary Secretary Isle 
of Ely Division, Honorary Secretary Isle of i.iy Local Medical and 
ATSON, WILLIAM NORMAN West, Bradford, sfonorary Seo 
Bradford Division. 
WEBBER, ALEXANDER Moxon, Nottingham, lonorary Secretary 
Midland Representative 


Branch, Honorary Secreizry and 
Nottingham Division. ; 
WILLIAM Wynn, London, Chairman City Division, 


Member of Public Health Committee. - 
WHITBY, CHARLES JOSEPH, Bath, Representative Bath Division, 
WILEIN, RoBERT HuGH, Newmarket, Chairman West Suffolk Division, 
WILLIAMS, ROBERT MoRRIs, Menai Bridge, Chairman North Carnarvon 
... and Anglesey Division. | 
WILLIAMSON, JAMES BURRELL, South Shields, Representative South 
Shields and Tyneside Divisions. 
WILtLock, EpwarD HULsE, Croydon, Honorary Secretary and Repre. 
— Croydon Division, Member Organization and Journal 
ommittees. 


 WiLLson, JoHN WHERRY, Bradford, Chairman Bradford Division, 


_Wysz, RIcHARD, Birkenhead, Chairman Birkenhead Division. 
-YELF, ROBERT EDWARD BURNET, Moreton-in-Marsh, Representative 
xford Division. 
YONGE, AMBROSE PoDE, Twickenham, Honorary Secretary. South 
Middlesex Division. 
YounG, WILLIAM JOHN, Cambridge, Representative Cambs and Hunts 
and Isle of Ely Divisions. © 


THE , ORGANIZATION OF THE PROFESSION, 


“An —— given at the Summer Meeting of the 
‘KAYE LE’ FLEMING, M. 
‘Tar by tl ‘the he title ofthis is very 
wide; and I would confihe attention to that aspect of the 
whole which is concerned with the expression of views df 
the profession concerning legislation, prospective and retro- 
spective, arid the defence of: our’ interests: be a body from 
parliamentary exploitation.’ 
No organization can hope to wpeniia the® whole ‘pro. 
fession‘except in an academic sense. The interests of the 
various sections are so varied and divergent that the 
attempt to legislate for them all must lead to dissensions 


‘and disquietude as to the relative claims of each: ‘The 


largest sections will claim too much, the lesser will com- 
plain of neglect. 

‘Surely this has been the chiet difficulty of thé’ British 
Medieal ‘Association. ° In its desiréto do much for the large 
general practitioner section ?t has ‘failed'‘to ‘go ‘far enotigh 
to please them, and has lost the support of smatter and 
important branches‘of ouf brethren. Those who value tht 
highest traditions of medicine and surgery complain ‘that 
we have become parochial in our outlook and devoted too 
much ‘to the commercial side of our prv‘ession, while 
neglecting the issues that rank above all question of 
reward ; the other side complain that we should long 
ago have become’a vast trade union.’ 

Twenty years ago the British Medical Association was 
a highly efficient organization for its purpose, for it is only 
in the past twenty years that legislation has been invading 
ve rivate territory of the profession. 

e State has rather suddenly discovered that the 
ale health is a national asset of great importance, and 
pari passu with the realization that it is not so impossible 
after all’to make a man sober by Act of ‘Parliament, has 
determined on the attempt at least to make him healthy 
by the same means. The problems that such a situation 
present may, for simplicity’s sake, be divided into two 
heads: - 

1. How can the profession best use its ‘organization to 
place its views as a whole before Parliament? 

2..How can the profession so organize itself that it 


may be able to resist legislation detrimental to its best 


interests ? 

‘In order to clear the ground for my main thesis, I will 
dispose of (2) first, which brings us to the trade union 
question. 

‘Lhis question has been re ecently put before us in Bourne- 
mouth very forcibly at meetings where the views of 
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the British Medical Association and Medico- Political Union 
have been ably put forward. You will, I hope, forgive me 


- 7f I briefly refer to the conclusions that were arrived at as 


the result of those discussions. ‘The British Medical Asso- 
ciation opposes the trade union movement on the grounds 


that such a union will offer no greater advantages than. 
the British Medical Association already possesses, and will 


split the unity of the profession.. It refers to the Coventry 


us: 
We lost the case on the ground of “ malice” only. In 
future cases we shall be warned and not repeat the 


mistake. The best legal advice we can. get informs us. 


that had we been a trade union we should have lost the 
case just the same, and if our funds had been immune our 
individual members would have been cast in damages. 
The Medico-Political Union claim exactly the opposite 
—also on the best legal advice, namely : . 
That any form of boycott or peaceful picketing. would be 
legal. That the funds of. the union could not be attached. 


That the individuals would also be immune. . Both sides, | 


however, agree that the only way of finding out what the 
law really means is to take a case into court. ~ 

It is a truism that if the medical profession unite solidly 
on any question they must obtain their object. They 
cannot be replaced and they cannot be trained under a 
long period of years. Unfortunately the profession is 
composed of members who by virtue of their training and 
occupation are strongly individualistic and as such are 
opposed to the subjection of personal views to the wishes 
of a majority, by which alone successful organization is 
obtain 


This difficulty ig overcome in trade unions by com- | 
. pulsion, Under the innocent title of “ peaceful picketing ” 
_arecalcitrant Jabourer is faced with the choice of falling 


into line or having his head broken. This is obviously 


inapplicable to our profession. Apart from the legal: 


questions of damages either against a union or associa- 


_tion or individuals, it is inconceivable that educated men 


could adopt such a course. The most that we could do 
would be to give the “cold shoulder” and ignore or boycott 
a blackleg. 

Iam strongly of opinion that a successful strike is only 
possible though extremely unlikely in local. disputes, but 
on a large question (such as, let us. say, the extension of 
Insurance Act benefits) is absolutely out of the question. 


As this is to my mind one of the most likely problems of : 


the future, let me develop the point a little more. What 
chance of success woulda labour strike have if you not 
only abolished peaceful picketing, but offered the blacklegs 
a share in the wages of those who went on strike, and not 
only during the strike but permanently, and at the same 
time suspended all strike pay? Yet this is not an unfair 
representation of the pesition:in the medical. world if a 
strike were attempted on a-large issue. 
_, If peaceful picketing were legal I think that a small 
number only of the profession would be willing to adopt it. 
Government-supported “blacklegs” would not only be 
encouraged financially at the time at our expense, but 
would take care to secure that the advantages were not 
temporary only. What chance would there be of raising 
a sufficient sum of money to pay those who went on strike 
the salaries they were earning through the Insurance Act, 
if only for six months? . 
You may get 90 per cent. of the profession to vote for 


certain line of action, and that percentage will be 100 per 


cent. of those who attend meetings on the question, but 
a minority of 10 per cent. will be sufficient, and more than 
sufficient, to wreck your organization. 

Always remember that the most important members in 
your calculations are those who stop away from your 
meetings. If you are wise you will not count on their 
written pledge or guarantee. The man who wishes to b2 
relieved of his pledge or guarantee will always persuade 


- himself he has justifiable ground for doing so. And, apart 


from all these considerations, the vested interests already 
created by the Insurance Act are so great as to prevent 
as action that would seriously jeopardize them. 
he organization of the profession as a means to develop 
an effective strike must always remain in the hands of the 
profession themselves, apart from any association or trade 
anion. 
Ina large general strike—for example, on an Insurance 
ct question—a, relatively small number of successful local 
strikes would force the hand of the Government: 


How, then, can a local body of medical men combine to be 
unanimous? Does it affect the question whether they are 


members of the ‘British Medical Association or the 


Medico-Political Union? I maintain not. Such bodies 
would have to combine in any case, whatever their relative 


.numbers. The danger. would lie with those who were 


not members of any organization, and who could not be 


-drawn into-the combine. »That‘is to’say,; organization’ can 


promote the unity of the profession, but nothing can 
command it but the unanimity of the individuals, .. - 
Look at the case from another point of view. . Suppose 
in a town one or two members of the profession; by-taking 
undesirable contracts or in other ways, were considered to 
be acting to the detriment of the honour of the profession, 
and the remaining members - were unanimous in deciding 
to ostracize them. It would matter little what organiza- 
tion they belonged to if they were really unanimous in 
their action. Without resort to peaceful picketing or 
“malice” the position of the undesirable members could- 


be made untenable. But experience shows that this 


unanimity is almost inagoninte to obtain. Individuals 
differ as to the precise degree to which ostracism should 
be carried. A little success on the part of the blackleg— 
and they will always obtain temporary success—a little 
threatening of the direct interests of-this or that indi- 
vidual, leads to abandonment of the firm attitude which is 
sufficient to wreck the success of the combine. ¢ 

I fear that no organization, be it trade union or other- 
wise, will be able to enforce the will of a big majority 
upon a minority. Therefore I say again ‘emphatically, in 
my.opinion any organization with a view to: a 
strike can only be of use as-a threat—as an ultimate resor§ - 
it will fail, as it failed in 1912; . . 3 
_ Remember on that occasion the conditions were more- 
favourable for a successful strike than they can ever be 


again. No vested interests were. threatened; no single . 
| member of the profession ran any risk of loss; everyone 


stood to gain by standing’ firm. and insisting on -better. 
conditions. The public was with us. Yet the threat of © 
a small minority to proftt. by running counter to the 
majority was sufficient to wreck.the unity and resola- 
tion of the main body of the profession. To any clear-- 
thinking man it was obvious that if that small minority 
were disregarded and ignored, the position of the-Govern- 
ment must be proved untenable in a short time. Yet we 
were defeated by the minority and by the lack of unity in 
the majority to stand aside and trust each other not to go 


over to theenemy. Such an occasion will not occur again. ‘~ 


We cannot expect to get such an outstanding majority 


in the future on any general question. We held 


cards in our deal with the Government. We won the 


‘first deal largely by the aid of the British Medical 


Association, but we lost the last trick and the game by 
sheer lack of unity, for’ which we*have no one but our- 


. selves to blame. 


If my conclusions are correct, as I believe them té be 


organization like the Medico-Political Union, which 
founded on the principle of effecting a successful strike as 
_a last resort, can only have a limi 


value. That value to 
my mind lies in consolidating the members of our profes- 
sion who will continue to believe in trade union methods. 
until it has proved its limitations, and in attracting into a 
solid body many who will not at present join the British 
Medical Association. I believe the ultimate result will be. 


- to stimulate the British Medical Association to increased’ 
‘activity in the right direction, and after an interim period. 


of apparent loss, the parent body will emerge infinitely 
The necessity for a general strike is likely to arise in 
the very near future. Are we better organized to meet 
it than in 1912? There can only be one answer to that 
question. Not only are we still unprepared, but as I said» 
before, we cannot expect to have the same unanimity now 
that vested interests are created. Moreover, the powers’ 
that be are quite aware of our position. Therefore we- 


must concentrate on the first of the two. problems 


How can the profession best combine to place its views 
as a whole before Parliament in the hope of influencing 

It is obvious that if the whole profession were members. 
of one organization and that organization democratically 
governed, it would be comparatively simple to place 
the views of the whole-body of the profession ~ before 
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‘Parliament. ‘This, by the way, is'the policy of the British | APPOINTMEN'S. | i 
‘Medical Association as J, F., M.D.Lond., D.P.H., Medical Officer ‘ot Health 
‘generally the case in this world, the practi Jn MB, B.SLond, MRCS, ERCP. 


‘likely to reach the ideal. - 

Let us try to look at this question from the opposite Devon Osuaty of Devon under the 
point of view. A Minister of Parliament is involved in | Charles Medical Officer of Health for 
‘legislation affecting medical interests. How is he toobtain | izi7u, William Brooks, M.C., M.D., Senior Assistant Medical Offic 
the ‘views of the profession as a whole? One thing is sete. the Surrey ‘County Asylum. Brookwood. aaa cer 
certain—he will not get them in Parliament. We shall | Weal. cians to 
have men in Parliament that represent the profession. 


Ingleby, M.B., B.S., M.R.C.P.Lond. 
‘The man who gets there is either of sufficient means to be 


York County Hospirau.—Assistant honorary Surgeons in 
Nose, and Throat Department: J. Acomb, M.B., B.S.Lond. ‘tty 


OF 


independent of his profession, or is Barton. B.8.Lond. Assistant honorary Anaesthetists : 
‘compe ina i i rests é emp, M.B., C.M.Glas., J. H. Sutcliffe, M.B. 
to profeemons District MEDICAL OFFICERS.—K. C. ‘Crosbie, M.B., Ch.B.Edin, 

The Minister in question can easily obtain the views of | W. B. Gordon, B.C.Camb. (Selby Union); A. Tarleton, M.B., B.Ch., 
the 23,000 members of the British Medical Association, |» — B.A.O.Dub. (Middlesbrough Union). 5 
‘but this is where his difficulty begins.. No- sooner has he ; a 
approached that body than other organizations such as tlie |’ BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
Medico-Political Union, the Association of Medical Officers | - Zhe charge for inserting announcements of Births, Marriages, ana C 
of Health, the teaching bodies, and many others’ claim to':. Deaths is 68., which sum should be forwarded with the notice 
be‘heard on their own behalf. The natwral rosiilt-is that: than the first post on ednesday morning in order 
who is more concerned with the success of his bill wi Bye. dy i 

the public than with any question of equity to the profes- gry 
against the other, -to our disadvantage. It seems perfectly ab 27, Cliveden Place; Eaton 
obvious that the machinery wanted to meet this difficulty ee SP ee, 
must have the power to get of the ‘CAMPBELL. — At Larbert, Biirlingshire, on the 2th inst. 
fession into one room, where the different opinions can be | - e wife of R. B. Cam . M.D., F.R.C.P.E. ,of adaughter. =~ 

FALLE.—On the 16th October, at 18, York Ho .1, to H. de 
put forward and threshed out, anda resulting general | bob 18, York Hi WJ. to 


policy adopted that can be put before the Government with 4, Harley Street, W. 1)—a daughter. Se: 
a single voice. October llth, in London, to Dr. and Mrs. W. 
Since these lines were written such an effort has: been 


jization in the profession has been MARRIAGE. 
P AMBROSE—IRELAND.—October 14th, at Westminster Cathedval; by 


{| the Rev. M. Ambrose, S8.J., M.A. (brother), assisted by the Rev. 
view to the formation of a parliamentary committee ann i Joséph Hull, CS8R.. Alfred Ambrose, FRCS. LECP., son of 
shall represent the whole profession. Personally, I look | the late Daniel Ambrose, M_P.,M-D.,and Mrs. Ambrose, Clapham, 

| to Kathleen Agnes, daughter of Mr. and Mrs. Thomas Ireland, 
with more hope to such a body for practical resultsin |‘ g¢. Peters Thanet. 


DEATHS. 

fenizati i ing ive resistance t6 | MéeLEan.—October. 19th, at Horbury, Wakefield (suddenly), Charles 
organizations together in producing effectiv | RiMchean DP. 
Onp.—On October 14th. at Eastlands, Basingstoke, George William 


0 
t 
Jd 
a 
¢ 
In view of the swift approach of another Insurance Act | Ord, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.; eldest son of the late ‘George Rice Ord, ; 
crisis, and one in which we shall be in a far worse position ee See and late of Richmond, Surrey, and Bexhill 
to offer effective resistafice to detrimental conditions, it is A 
most necessary to institute some form of campaign to ; ; 4 
induce the apathetic and indifferent to enter the ranks of 
4 ; ; UNTERIAN SOCIETY, School of Orien: guages, Finsbury B 
organized body. To be practical, this 1.C.—Wednesday,-9 p.m., Dr. S. Russell Wella: Functional 
should begin at home, if only as an example to others, and Murmurs. : 
suggest that a statement be drawn up and circularized to | Mrprcan Sociery or Lonpon, 11; Chandos Stiééb, W. 1.--Monday, b 
all members of the profession in our area, pointing out in et oe eee . 
brief and explicit language: C.M.G., A.M.S. to be followed by Lieut,-Colonel ‘ir Alfred Peares B 
1, That an insurance crisis is imminent. _ ’ Gowlland, R.A.M.C., Captain R. McNair Wilson, R.A.M.C., avd B 
2. That all sections of the profession will be involved | 
ir indi i li in. i OYAL OLLEGE OF. SURGEONS OF ENGLAND. —. Friday, 5 pam., : 
and in the National Health by Professor Arthur Keith, Achondto- i 
The urgent need of joining some organization. Rovan Socrary oF Friday. 5.30pm. 
Iam quite sure that we as members of the Association, it, Recent Pathology, Bymptomatology nd ‘Section 
fi i i i i ill of Odonto : Monday, 8 p.m., Presidential Address, Mr. J. F. | 
wiich is, and which in =y hope ~~ d belief alway 8 will ; Colyer : The Debt of the Dental Profession to John Hunter. Mr, - , 
remain, the great and premier organization of our profes- G. C. Chubb: Operative Treatment of Ankylosis of Mandible. -¢ 
8100, are much more desirous OF join our ranks ose Mr. W. Kelsey Fry: Movements of the Soft lalate. Section of: . ; 
ico. iti uesday, 9. p.m., r. oradon ard: mas ‘ 
of other bodies such as the Medico-P olitical Union, and of the Haemolytic Jaundice Group. Section of Balneology and ec 
marching side by side to — the great issues before us, Climatology, Thursday, 5.30 p.m, Dr. F. Parkes Weber « Health H'@ 
than of standing aside and wasting our time and energy sorts and the State. Members will dine at Pagani’s R«stauran 
at 7p.m., price per head 6s.6d. Those desiring to attend should 
im bickering as to which of us shall be the greater, while send their names to Dr. Charles F. Sonntag, 80a, Belsize Park . 
the enemy takes us in the rear and compasses our defeat. Gardens, N.W. 3. | 
In conclusion, I: would express the hope that for the POST-GRADUATE COURSES AND LECTURES. D 
present all:members of the profession in our area will. be ConsUMPTION.—Wednesday, 4.30 p.m., 
invited to-attend thé meetings ef this Branch, in the hope 
that the evidence of the advantages to be obtained from | “"'Dr'p. J. Cammidge: Treatment of Diabetes (11D. Wednesday, = J” 
combination: and good. fellowship amongst ourselves may noon, Sir George H. Savage: Morbid Mental Growths; 5 p.m., eS 
stimulate to: join this or some other organization, Tuesday, Inflammation of 
and at the same time we may all be able to keep in touch Appendix in the Pelvis or less usual positions. Be 
with the general views of ‘the profession as the new crisis | RoyaL Eyg_HospiraL, Southwark.—Wednesday, 5 p.m., Refrac- Tt 
approaches. tion(I). Friday, 5 p.m., External Diseases (II). 
| DIARY OF THE ASSOCIATION. 
H Date. Meetings to be Held. X g 
Tar next Meeting of Council will be held on Wednesday, | 
November 5th, in the Council Room, 429, Strand, London, | B Wed. London: Council. ; Pes te 


Thur. London: Conference of Local Medical and Panel Com- 


W.C, 2. 
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